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Dear lb® MidgltyJ 
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1 am writing to you for two reasons j (l) in the hope, however slim, 
that iry letter ray have some positive influence on the value of the 
for VvyUEing CBS four— part program regarding 'die assassination of Pre/rjf® 
dent Kennedy, and (2 ) to record, prior to the sharings, a number of 
poincs—and one in parti cular ■—•which I believe to be relevant® 

As you know, Hr® Robert Richter, a CBS employee associated v/ith 
you in this work, interviewed ms at length in Boston on lay 22, 
regarding ay areas of interest in the case 0 Tihen he phoned me several 
days earlier to arrange the interview, I .told him that- while willing 
to cooperate — — ry impression was that CBS was preparing an iEore-ssivo*" 
appearing, expertly constructed, but nonetheless grossly "biased" study, 
l'inoso purpose was 'to resurrect the widely discredited. basic conclusions 
of the 'Barren Report o Although this opinion was tentative , and one 
■which 1 sincerely hoped, (and still do) vrould prove incorrect, it was 
not based on prejudice-*. 

As a result of the May 22 interview in Boston, oopies of numerous 
photographs in which lb® Richter ha.d expressed interest were rng.de avail- 
able to CBS® 



The following Monday, M ay 29, I was in Near York e nd phoned you to 
get your reaction to the material® You informed me that lb. Richter had 
gone over it with you in detail, that you saw nothing significant in it, 
and, specifically, that you failed "to observe the can-like images in the 
enlargements from the Vary Moorman photograph (this, of course, is the 
photograph which shoe's President Kennedy’s car in the foreground, and 
the grassy knoll area in the. background. It was, taken at approximately 
the time of the head shot, at Zapruder 313)® . Nevertheless , you agreed 
to have re meat with you iu.your • off ice that afternoon. 

In your office I went through idle various enlargements of the several 
man-like images in the Moorman photo, with particular attention given 



v Some indication of the objectivity and purpose ox the CBS effort w a s given in a 
column^ in the roston Traveler, (April 19, 1967 by Television Editor Eleanor Roberts* 
Reporting on the project, she said* 

A most unusual television experiment is taking place at CBS News — - 
_ i ° ns preparation cx a documentary on another look at the vTarren Co :i miss Ion 
Report — which may never be telecast® Camera crews are farming out al.l over 
the country — one was in Framingham last week — developing material for the 
. ner-rs special® But u nles s It sheds new light on the retort, weakening .the 
argume nt of t hose who criticise it — it" 
spokesman revealed® 



never be aired, a CBS News 



^ . ® L 'if vre get something new and constructive, we hope 

to air the do clir.'.a:7Y ary by mid-June'"' the CBS News executive said, “But we're 
’ playing it by ear until all the films are in ,! ® 

7/hile declining to name the “CBS spokesman" who gave her this information, Mrs® 
said her source had invariably proven reliable in the p a st® 



Roberts 
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to those referred to as #2 and #3® As I showed these to you, one at a 
time , you said you saw nothing > th ah is , nothing that looked to you 
like a ran, However, Then we came to a particular enlargement of image 
7/3 (the same one seen on the enclosed photo-— display # 3 -*- as the largest 
stage of blowup from the Moorman photo; , you immediately said, when 
asked if you saw anything j “ Yes, that's the rsn rho shot Meredith 11 . 

Since I believe this reaction of yours was, and is, extremely sig- ■ 
nificant, you will understand that I feel it necessary to record the 
cir cumstancesjas fully as possible® Oyer two years ago 5 while examining 
the Moorman photogranh, David Lifton discovered the nan-like images 
behind the wall and/or fence on the grassy knoll® He contacted me , 
knowing of iry interest in the c s se, and shewed me what he. had found® 

We then arranged to have enlargements made® In our opinion , the clearest 
image w a s the one referred to as , to the right in the photo , behind 
tiie wall and near the pergola structure® 



Of this image , I found the enlargement which most people could 
discern most readily was the one labeled If-fja (which was included in 
packets of photos mailed almost two years ago , to several do z en indi— 
viduals around the country including two well-known CSS hews "personnel^/ 
It wgs this particular enlargirent of #0 man that you immediately reacted 



to by erroneously identifying him as 



the man who shot Meredith 11 ® 



Your reaction was understandable o Last year , when the novr-farons 
photograph first appeared showing James Meredith sprawled on a Missis- 
sippi roadway after having been shotgunned from ambush , I was struck iy 
the similarity in appearance of his assailant , dearly visible in the 
foliage, and that of the #3 man from the Moorman photo as seen in the 
specific enlargement mentioned. N I do not mean that I ever took them 
to be the same Iran, but only fhatthe two faces , obviously photographed 
under sottgsvhat similar lighting conditions 3 and both against mottled 
backgrounds , appeared so similar that! believed the image in the Meredith 
picture lent further (though unnecessary) credence to the validity of 
in-age as a human figure® 



To illustrate this point to others , I did the following ! 

1® I affixed a copy o/the Meredith picture , with his assailant 
visible in the trashes to a blank sheet of ’white paper® 

2® I then placed this sheet, wrlth Meredith photo-side down, over 
the enlargement mentioned j and taped them together at the 
left side., so that the white sheet could be lifted and turned 
page-fashion® 

3® I then cut a rectangle (l-l/l| w x 1-3A") out of the white sheet, 
avoiding damage to trie Meredith photo on the underside, so that 
with the sheet in place, the #3 man on the photo beneath it w a s 
clearly framed in the rectangular opening, (only when the sheet 
was lifted and turned aid the Meredith photo on its underside 
become visible, and only then could the comparison be made between 
■die two faces® 

Copies of these photos were included in those requested for CBS by 
Mr o Richter and, it is, obvious from your subsequent reaction in my presence— 
as well as from your earlier a cknovrl edgme n b~tisa t you had already studied the 
material® 




P&S 






Again* your reaction in ry presence upon viewing $$ man* framed by 
the cutout in the cover sheet as described with the Meredith photo 

on th e un derside *. and therefore not .visible ’ was* ’"• w ■*—* 



man who snot Meredith” o This immediate reaction of your; 



o ' ona o’s m e 

is at sharp 

variance with your repeated previous statements to the effect that "you 
Sa'.T nothing in ary of the enlargements of the relevant are a s in the 
Moorman photo that you would take to be a man© On the contrary * it 
indicates xougjstakaibly that you recogni z ed the #5 image as a human 
figure * that you almost certainly had done so when you studied it prior 
to our meetings and that the comparison with the Meredith assailant at 
the tine you originally saw it impressed you sufficiently* so that when 
I subsequently shewed you the 7 fj> man* and not the. Meredith assailant ! * 
you immediately s a rr him with such, clarity that you erroneously mistook 
him for the Meredith assailant© 

A very understandable error© But one which would have been impose 
sidle for you to make had you not promptly recognised the //5 image as a 
human figure* despite your earlier denials that you saw anything in 
the pictures that looked like a man© ■ 

Nor is i'r$ the only compelling image in the Moorman photo© You were 
also shown #2* which can be seen in several stages of enlargement in the 
enclosed photo * Display #2© The validity of this imago as a human fivur; 



us strongly corroborated in the enclosed photos* Willis Nos< 



id 6© 



(As you knew, theae originally were 3b mm* color photos taken by Biillip 
Mollis from the south side of Elm Street* towards Houston Street * and 
encompassed the grassy knoll area©) 

In hiliis Ho© 5* taken slightly more than six seconds prior to the 
Moorman photo* the white arrow points to a dark silhouette behind the 
will* consistent in appearance with the upper portion ofthuman figure* 
and consist enu in position with the #2 image seen in the* Moorman photo 
taken a few seconds later o 



Willis Ho© 6 was taken several seconds after the abormgn photo —=■ 
and therefore* shortly.. after the last shot and you will note that 
the silhouette* which jppeared in Willis Ho© 3* and vihi.ch aop eared as 
#2 image shortly thereafter in the Moorman photo * has disappeared by 
T/illis Ho© 6© 

(iu is my opinion that corroboration in a separate photo is available 
also for Moorman £3 man* although admittedly less compelling than that 
furnished for Moorman #2 by the silhouette in Fillis Ho© 3© This corrobo- 
rating image for »-3 man is visible* I believe* in the Nix frame presented 
in ^Esquire of Eecember* ! 6o* and also* in color* in Sat ©Eve, Post* January lU* • 
19o7» These of course are from the Orville Nix 8 mam© color movie film© 

Although no frame numbers are noted in these two sources* I estimate the 
subject photo to be Nix frame 18)©* 

* Eiis Nix frame was included in the Nix film analysed by Itek, in which* after a costly 
study which they say occupied thirty men for sixty days* they concluded that the so- 
called "ran on the station wagon” was only a light— and— shadovr pattern© (tills pattern 
appears behind the fence on the knoll* but at a different location from iry claimed 
corro oor at ing image for Moorman j^3 man in the same Nix photo)© I phoned Itek from Bost-on 
the morning after the story of their findings broke on radio and television (May 18* 

I believe), I spoke to a lbs. Hall* and informed him that I was inclined to- agree with 
their conclusion about the K st at ion— wag on man” (indeed* I am not aware of any critic 
who has stated publicly a belief that this image was a ran* nor did I personally ever 

place credence in its validity), I also informed him that I* as _ dp numerous others 
had photos in ry possession* including the subject Nix photo* which contained far m 

(footnote cont’d) 



sure 
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credible images than the one they had so diligently analysed; that at least one of these 
images was so clear (Moorman man) ’that- I felt confident, upon examining it he ■could 
quickly agree was a valid human figure; and that since I w^s only thirty minutes array 
from their offices 3 I would be happy to shew lire pictures to them* Kr 0 Hail voiced con- 
siderable interest 3 and said lie -could check ruth some associates and call '■'back shortly o 
1 received no return calls 



Upon careful study of mar? it would appear that he is youngish ? 
balding? or blond headed ? prominent ears 3 of mediuirv-cr— lighter build® Kis 
shirt — — open at the collar'*— is v/nite ct light" colored ? as car be seen 
from the appearance of the right point of his collar which is clearly visible® 
He appears to be wearing a sweater-like garment of darker shade® He is 
vusibie shove the vr all from the lover chest vtp* He appears to be holding 
a straight lengthy object between hi.s hands ? and bis right elbow is crooked 
and ©wended sharply to his right® If the ’’straight object 11 were a rifle 3 
it does not appear to be held in firing position at the instant of this 
photo® 

-his image appears so irrefutably clear as to make .further cor- 
roboration of its validity unnecessary? although obviously not clear 
enough -to make an identification with any given parson® 

ihe /2 image in the Moorman photo appears to be a man of husky or 
heavy build? visible above the wall from the Kid-chest up® Facial char- 
acterasrs.cs are not, distinguishable® A straight? dark object appears 
to be extending cverjhhe wall? pointed in the direction of the President’s 
car® If tins "object” were a firearm? its appearance suggests it is being 
held in firing position® 



Hligt in the significance of these two images? First? there is no 
need to deta.il at length that of which you are already aware; that? 
regarding the grassy knoll area? numerous witnesses testified 02' reported 
that they heard shots? and/or saw smoke? and/or sar some type of activity 
at tiie tone of the shots ? or immediately thereafter ® At least one wit- 
ness who dashed to the subject area? Officer J.M* Smith? was reported to 
have smelled gunsmoke in the parking area behind the fence (Texas Observer? 
December 13? I03) (the wind was blowing in 3. direction inconsistent with 
its having carried gunsmoke from the Book Depository window to the knoll 
area? hundreds of feet ae?ay)„ 



Also? you are well aware that the Zapruder film strongly indicates — 
many would say? proves conclusively — that the bullet which hurled Presi- 
des Kennedy's head back and to his left immediately after the 3I3—3II1 
head-shot had to come from the direction of the knoll® With this evidence 
in mind? photographic proof of the presence of unidentified men — or even 
one man — half—nidden behind the wall or fence at the time of the shooting? 
must be considered significant? even if they did not appear to be holding 
straight objects® 



Who can they be? Hardly a likely vantage point for spectators? espe- 
cially since the croud, watching the motorc a de was relatively thin by that 
point® A spectator could certainly be expected to have availed himself of 
a more advantageous viewing position? closer to the street® Nor does a 
scrutiny of the Warren Report and the twenty-six volumes reveal that ay 
men were stationed behind the Trail or fence in an official capacity? 
whether Secret Service? FBI? or Dallas Police® 
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(in response 'to an inquiry as to the "mcnsr" thabmen were seen secreted 
behind the wall just prior to the shooting ? Yfarren Commission senior 
counsel Joseph- Ball stated.: \ -:a yr.r -y. 

"In ensues* to your question. I have bear’d of speculation that 
there ware men secreted behind the mill on the grassy, knoll 
just before shooting of the President? but I have found no 



evidence to 



novo suen a aucan" © 



Earlier? at a televised press conference (KNBG? Los Angeles? February 27? 
1965)? T-r’nsn responding to a. question as to the. source of shots? kr© Bril said 



"coo That happens to be the part of the investigation of which I 
had charge o o " (re-stating his conviction that all the shots 
earns from the Depository window ) 3 

and? as evidence that no shot^carra from "behind the wall or fence 3 

"Caere was a witness that vras above that grassy knoll? in a tower© © o 
000 Ih eye were no people there © Ibst of the people were down 
watching the parade? and he had a good view of it " 0 

IShat- emerges ? then? is the following; 

1© At least two. men? and certainly no less them one? are visible 
in the J-bor-wyii photograph? half “hidden behind the wall on the 
grassy knoll at the time of the final shots 



2 © 

3o 



They both appear to be holding straight objects? one of which 
(#2. ? s) appeal’s pointed at President Kennedy© 



Strong corroboration for 7 f2 appears in a. separate photo (Willis No© 
taken by another person from a different angles and the image 
disappears shortly after the shots (Willis No 0 6 } 
for # 5 > man? 

lie. Some corroboration/ "aLthougla less convincing than that in ( 3 ) 
appears in film taken by a third photographer (Nix? frame 18). 

5 >. There is no indication that these men were known to the Warren 
Commission? and the presence of men behind the* wall is denied 
by by counsel Joseph Ball© 

Need it be stated that a thorough examination and presentation of 
this question must be included in any inquiry that purports to dletermdne 
the facts of November 22? 1963? 

Need it be stated that CBS obviously has all the technical means to 
present the photos of these men (admittedly) far from what would normally 
be considered good viewing quality) so that they are shewn with maximum 
possible clarity? * 



* If you so desire? I can furnish . an earlier generation of Display #£? aliening 
perhaps for 20% greater clarity© 
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Heed it be stated* that if CSS fails to do so — esoecially consid- 
ering yo ur positive reaction to m a r, that fact in and lei' itsSGT^iS 
constitute pcmrerful evidence that the entire CSS effort vras desired to 
be Tih&t I fear it to be* a high-level whitewash of the Warren Cojcnission 
findings? 

Of course* I have no w ay of knowing the specific contents of your 
program* I am* however* familiar tilth the typical, methods employed by 
sophist! eatecl covcater-cr iti es j that is* co ureter-- critics who at least 
make a seemingly serious attempt at dealing with the evidence — 3 S 
distinguished from the Louis Nizer type of Commission defender* who 
■usually content themselves by pointing to the unimpeachable character - 
of Earl Warren and his fellow commissioners* 

So me of these methods are as follows* 

1© i he._ Ito&le Stand ards A grossly divergent standard is employed 
in examining conclusions of th.e Cbirrission and those of its 
critics o Commission hypotheses are accepted if they can be 
sh own to be merely possiblej critics 5 hypotheses are rejected 
unless they can be proven b eyond shad crw of doub t© 

(obviously* by such standards there are few propositions that 
cannot be “proven” or “disproven"* depending on the whirrs of 
the examiner) 

2© Sie Kundr e d-Hoi'se Parl ay? She Commission’s case is based on 
the acceptance of a very long string of mere possibilities* 
each of which constitutes an improbability — in many cases* 
an extreme improbability* (The Cos-mission and its defenders 
pretend not to notice the formidable multiplication of odds 
which accumulate against them as t-h ey pile improbability upon 
improbability in order to reach a pre~s elected conclusion*} 

3» Ihs Selective Defense ® Defenders attempt to validate th. Coin- 
mission’s "case by deSnstrating (more often than not* ;h meetly) 
that this «r that allegation cade by a critic is invgli 
(a corollary of this method is to i gnore those allegations which 
the defender believes say be irrefutable) o 

(while it .-is obviously legitimate to point out ary misstate- 
.cents made by the critics * this approach ignores the fact that 
the Commission’s conclusions are based on a lengthy series of 
elements* all of which must be sound for their case to remain 
intact® In this regard the Commission’s case can be likened 
to a heavy vreight* suspended from the rafters by a long chain® 
Once a single link is broken* the lavr of gravity will ignore 
the possibility that all the others were sound) 

It© Abandon lie Unt enabl e, This method involves the unabashed 
abandonment of a jzare«or-less .’crucial official proposition* 
and its replacement by a hopefully (for the defenders) more 
tenable one® 



(this usually occurs after the vulnerability of a particular 
premise has been so widely acknowledged' as to make its replace- 
ment mandatory 5 or when the adherence to a particular premise 
is widely understood to create unbearable difficulties for 
related official theories) 
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Some exairp3.es? 



a ® unr,H December lc, *63, there was no public challenge to the 
Parkland doctors 5 description of the President ! s throat wound 
as one of entry o A number of conflicting theories had ure» 
vioiisly oeen put forth *™ usually attributed to umajned 

our css — “explaining" how the President was struck 



bull; 



from tie Texas Scool Book Deuosi— 



In the throat b; 
tory Building & The St 0 Louis Post Dispatch of Bee 18 
reported that, the Secret Services a few days prior to the 
story ) had , u 0 0 © obtained a reversal* 5 from the Parkland 
doctors 11 © o e of their original view" of an entr-v wound 



ox xnenr cragana. 
iii the t’oroat; and .that this acceptance b; 
a throat exit wound was achieved by “ <, 



vt;.ev7" ox 

the doctors of 
o o snowmng the 
utopsy report 0 © o 1 



surgeons a document described .as an 

S-Oj from Dec 3.8 .*6 3 on; vre were. to believe that the aut~ 
opsy performed on the President on Nov 22 proved that the 
throat wound was an exit 3 and that al3. earlier stories to 
the contrary, often citing unnamed official sources, were 
to be forgotten 0 

Tnis would presumably include the NTIimss story of Doc 6 ,*63, 
which said? 

•"'Thirteen days after- the assassination of FPesij- 
dent Kennedy, Federal investigators were still recon- 
structing the crime on film today c « o One question 
vra g how the Pr esiden t coul d have rh geivsd Tb9H^ “ 
in the fr ont of the threat from a rifle in the Texas 
School Book Depository Building after his con had 
passed the building e « o « one explanation fcqra_,a 
competen t sour c^ was that the President had turned to 
Eas right "to wave and was struck at that moment c o 

But we have been told that the autopsy on November 22 revealed 
that the throat wound was an edto lf£by then were "Federal 
investigators n , thirteen days later, attempting to solve k 
the "question" of a throat entry wound? And why did a 
15 competent source" who, beyond reasonable doubt could 
only have' been a federal source familiar with the autopsy 
findings on this point — attempt to expl-ain the dUertna by 
saying the President momentarily exposed his throat to the 
gunman while turning to wave? 

b® Attorney General. Passey Clark’s statement in early Parch >67, 
that Clay Shaw had been thoroughly checked and cleared by 
the FBI shortly after the assassination, begged an obviously 
embarrassing questions Y/jfay was he checked at all? 



The record was "corrected" on June 3, 5 67, with the jus- 
tice department’s announcement that Atty. Gen® dark was 
in error, and that Lr 0 Shaw had not been investigated by the 
■ FBI after- -all® 

Co A major stumbling block to the • Commission 5 s version of the 
shooting was the limitation imposed by the 2e3-secor.d minimum, 
which the FBI experts determined was necessary between shots 
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with the tannlidaer ~Carca.no rifle, Inis was "overcome 15 
on a BoBoGo television broadcast cn Jan 29, *67, when a 
British Royal karine reportedly fired more rapidly, using 
a laaruilieher—Carcanc rifle " o o . similar to the type 
■used by Oswald" 0 

d, The famous Single Bullet Theory, wherein all the wounds 
inflicted on Governor Cbnnally and President Kennedy, 
excepting those of ike President’s heads were claimed to 
have been caused by a single shot* ibis -theory, which "vras 
not adopted until many months after the a ssassination, is 
at once ‘’die rnosilrucial and most vulnerable -of the Co 3 v» 
scission *s hypotheses® Yet* the Zaprudsr film ■— unaided 
by rxich other available evidence*'** proves beyond reasonable 
doubt that the two victims were not struck by the sgyos 
bullet, “ 



Even Commission counsel Harmon Rsdlich has correctly 
observed, "To say they were hit by separate bullets is 
s yriorywous with saying there were two assassins !, o Ho;? 5 
then, to abandon the clearly untenable single bullet 
theory, without scuttling the lone-assassin cage? 

Profo Alexander Bickel to the rescue! TEhile rejecting - 
the single bullet theory, he suggests (Commentary, Oct itS6) 
that the three-shot limitation may be sustained by having 
the first shot fired earlier than Zapruder frame 210, the 
first frame in which the Resident emerges from behind the 
o a l< tree® Bickel suggests ha could have been struck at 
18>-186, when the President became briefly visible (l/l8 sec,) 
from, the TSBD window, thanks to a slight opening in the 
foliage of the tree. 



Withoxib considering the numerous related difficulties 
raised for the Commission by this ingenious remedy, it 
should be noted that such a shot would require -the alleged 
assassin to align his moving target in the crosshairs and 
squeese off an accurate shot, all in l/l8 second (granted 
that the gunman could have roughly followed his ttarget 
through, the foliage till then). Such a proposition was 
evidently considered by the EBI and the barren Commission 
prior to the adoption of the single bullet theory 3 but vras 
apparently deemed too audacious® Hose who would now impress 
it into service are apparently unaware teat, opes adopted, 
the single bullet theory is almost impossible - ^ abandon. 



Accepting (for the mosait) that a bullet from the sixth- 
floor window entered ihe back of the President’s neck -*» where 
the Commission s-pys it did 3 then, descending through his neck, 
exited at high speed from his thro yb) where did it go? in fact., 

Arlcn Specter, the author of the single bullet theory,- cites 

this dilemma as the most important factor leading to the 

adoption of his theory 0 He states, (¥»S, Heirs & Vfarld Repo Oct 10 >.*66) 



" ( • t it was a theory reached after exhaustive study 
and analysis , largely because of the factor that when 
the car was lined up , , , the billet which went through 
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the President *s nod; would most certainly— -ov perhaps 
I should say only most probably- have bad to 
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1 note in T? film, clips advertising your program you have featured 
slc^-motion ncvi.es of* a bullet — apparently of the same type allegedly 
used in the assassismtion-^being fired through what appears" to be a 
t-aick block of wood® A substantially xindamaged bullet', is then shown, 
pz-esturaoly the one wha'c vans fired through the block® I imagine this is 
inxenaed to .ch.s33.pats the doud of illegitimacy h?.n g ^ y»p* over Commissi o ri 
Inhibit 399 ° 

Jm. a thorough oojectivo study can accomplish that remarkable task 5 
well sna- good, 7. assume, of course, that in addition to wood, you will 
have test-fired bullets through bones j specifically, a single bullet 
througn rco ana wrxs 0 bones, to meet only the first requirement of 
bullet 3 99 o (1 knew you are aware that in tests conducted for the Cars- 
mission, a bullet fired through or cadaver wrist to simulate the Govern? r.*j 
wrist wound produced Coma# Ec<> S> 6 , a thoroughly mangled 6 0 £ run* bullet) o 

I assume that, you will have also carefully considered the Question 
ofthe metal fragments left by 3 99 > which seem, -lien added to the weight 
of 3 99, to produce a weight in excess of the maximum allowable for this 
bullet (531 firearms expert Frasier has testified:; "There did not neo- 
essarily have to be any weight . loss to the bullet ® 



I assume you have thoroughly investigated how probable it ray have 
bearj for vnis bulleo to have inflicted jfl the wounds attributed to it, 
meii fall out of a wound in the Governor's leg after depositing a frag— 
asnu -^ n kas femur, and yet retain totally free of any blood or tissue® 

I assume you have weighed all the pertinent testimony of the Conads- 
sion’s orm experts, ncrae of whom can be s a id to have supported its multi- 
faceted conclusion regarding C 0 E® 399 5 and most of idiom contradicted ito 

I assume you _ have confronted and will adequately explain all the 
other major questions about this crucial piece of evidence, raised in 
various critical articles, including my cm monograph, "The Bastard Bullet” 
a copy or which was sent to your associate, Kr* Bernard Birnbaizs, anprcccte. 
lately two months ago at his request® 

All these assumptions, of course, are based on one additional, 
assumption, one that I have already indicated I cannot presently accept 
with confidence: that it was the intention of CBS to discover and 

the actual facta "of the assassination , no ratter what concltv- 
sions those facts may lead to® 

Ihe terrible event which occurred on Kov ember 22, 19 63 affected 
all Americans, and countless millions around the world® Yet, no sooner 
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had the Warren Demission issued its Reports and the tT?enty~ 3 ix volumes 
of testimony and exhibition which that Report vras allegedly based? nkea 
a chocking truth became apparent: Ihe evidence therein presented not 
only ialied to support the Commission^ conclusions? it frequently co?>> 
tradicced them in one criticsd. ares, after another* 5hs jnost conserve*” 
tnve assessment that could be logically made ? even after a, preliminary 
examination of this evidence? was that the Cbsamb 



massive detective job in history 5 * was 



a disgrace; and that if its principle 



conclusions were correct? they v/ere correct despite a notable lack of 
supporting evidence? and despite a large amount of contrary evidence 
presented in the volumes and elseshereo 

There was? and is? however? extremely strong evidence indicating 
xns.t i&s conclusions are as erroneous as its methods vers shabby; 
and tout President Kennedy was assassinated as the result of a conspi*-- 

Ps.cy ; o 

Veien the full story of this momentous event is recorded in our 
ration *s history? X believe an important and shameful part of that 
story voJJ- be the almost total failure of the American na/s media 
to delve sooner into the facts? to perform the historic duty with 
TEaicn they should have felt charged and of which thev are clearly 
capable o 
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.® ie Xrogt'an can either be an honest searching examination of all 
the important questions surrounding the assassination ~™ including’” tits 
question . of the unidentified ren behind the wall and thus serve in a 
vitally inporoant way the cause of truth and justice? or it can amount 
to a cleverly consliSiChid propaganda job? intended only to patch together 
tlie Commis sien’s shattered conclusions® It cannot be both? 

According to tne ’‘lav Dictionary with Pronunciation 1 -’? by James Ballsn- 
tope (pub®? lawyers 5 Cooperative? Posh® N*X®? 1958)? the following defi~ 
nation is given for 'hc cesspry after the fact 8 : 

A person "who? knowing a felciy to have been conmriLtted? 
receaves? relieves? comforts? or assists the felon? 
or in ary manner aids him to e scans arrest® 



^ Since I am not a lawyer? x do nob knovr if this definition would 
legally apply to tnose knovcingly engaged in the preparation of a dis-— 
hones u program on the assassination? which 15 0 0 « in any mannei' aids 
the guilty parties to escape punishment* As a layman? I am inclined 
to think it would not apply® 
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Ko-rer/af; X have no doubt thatj *ixhatDver ■ 
a.Ll persons in positions of authority yrho par! 
taJo^g vdll be adjudged rurally guilty by post 

ffsP onsibxLity is yours, the choice is yours; and So, in 1 
3 s^oiu-e s -one crearo — or cuO^’ibility «. trill be vws« 
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